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maintenance issues. First, [ was so busy trying to do
the right thing and with being NORDO, that I didn’t do
the right thing for my emergency. I wanted to remain
predictable and land on the same runway I had used
for my initial approach. As I entered the downwind,

I crossed over an intersecting runway that was much
longer. I later learned it also was a duty runway. After
executing the waveoff, I should have circled to land on
the longer runway.

Next mistake. Although 1,500 pounds of fuel doesn’t
normally seem like much, it’s plenty when dealing with
an emergency at a VFR field. I had plenty of gas for two
more approaches. When I noticed I wasn’t slowing down
like I should have been, it was time to go around.

Emergency brakes are free with two running
engines. Once | made the decision to stay on deck and
suspected the normal breaks weren’t functioning prop-
erly, I needed to pull the emergency brakes and get
on them. I put too much trust in the long-field gear. I
discovered this trust was misplaced as we stopped by the
gear on the car ride back to the hangar. It turns out the
doughnuts that hold the wire off the deck were all out
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to the sides. The wire was flat on the deck where my
hook had passed.

I did make one great save that evening. I shut off the
engines as soon as they no longer were good to me. It
would have been a Class A if [ had FODed both engines.
Thankfully, nothing was wrong with the engines, except
some grass blades inside.

We only had been on the ship five days, and the same
jet had prior braking issues. Just a week before, while
coming back from a functional-check flight, the jet had
had the same problem, and the pilot selected emergency
brakes to slow.

Maintainers earlier had bled the brake system and
signed off on the gripe. Before heading out to the ship,
the brakes were checked at taxi speed and worked 4.0.
So, what went wrong? The anti-skid control valve mal-
functioned but didn’t manifest itself at low speeds, below
the anti-skid system’s threshold airspeed. However, at
speeds above taxi speed, the brakes badly failed. And,
of course, when things are going downhill fast, you can
count on something adding to the excitement, such as
being NORDO. =5~

Lt. Good flies with VFA-37.
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